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Clergyman in Town, to the Gentleman 
that Drew up this Memorial, and De- 
ſir d his Perufal of it. 5 


SIX, | ne yy 
I. was no ſmall Honour you confer d upon me, when 
you ſent me your Papers, 1 hope we are not in ſo 
very great Danger as you apprehend, tho the ſpreading 
F Liberciniſm and Atheiſm is enough to give every 
good Chriftian Melancholy Thoughts in the casi I Read 
the Papers, and tho“ with ſome Difficulty, with mach 
more Satufaction, and ſhould thin my ſelf very Happy 
if I can effefinally Recommend a Diſcourſe ſo well de- 
fign'd, and alſo ſo carefully Managed, to the Prefs, 1 
ſhould hade wonder d much that Dr. Clark's Pernicious 
Endea vours to Subvert or Adulterate the Antient Faith 
of the Catholick Church, ſhould have been Uncon- 
demn'd by our Convocation, but that their Power is ge- 
nerally very ſhort ; and that it was the Buſineſs of ſome 
great Men, to Obſtruct any thing that might tend to the 
Honour of our Religion or the Security of our partieular 
Church. Our Principles, both Religioms and Civil, were 
to be Debauch'd, that other Deſigns might be the more 
eaſily effected, elſe ſuch a Commiſſion as was given to 
the laſt Convocation by the late QUEEN of Bleſſed 
Memory would never have been fo Scandalouſiy loft, or 
ich Men as Clark have been Parmitted to Publiſh openly 
| I Notorious Hereſy, in the worſt Senſe, in the Face of 
a Chriſtian Court, and in one of the moſt Eminent 
Pulpits in this grea; City, x. I's 


It's upon this Conſideration, that the Scriptures and 
Antiquity are entirely againſt him and bis Aſſociates, if 
he has any. And tbo the Liturgy of our Church be 
fo directly againſt bim, that no Man can enter into Holy 
Orders, but he muſt Defend the Antient Catholick 
Doctrine in Oppoſition to Dr. Clarks Innovations or be 
perjur d, and tho ſome hade ſtill both the Skill and the 
Courage to Detect bim and bis Errors frequently, yet 1 


much fear we ſhall not be able to procure a Synodical Þ 


Determination, either for our ſelves or againſt him. 
I believe he bas more Friends in Intereſt than in O- 


Pinion, among our Great Men, who bug bim ouly a4 


Tool, with whom they may go a great way to Extermi- 
nate Chriſtianity it felf, and that any Man, either of 


Debauch'd Morals or Intellectuals may aſſiſt them in, and 
which is the apparent Aim of too many, and even among 
our ſelves too Ifear ſome Men Ambitious of Preferment Þ 


are willing to Bury their own Talents and Convittions, 
and to Betray their Church and ber Doctrine into the 
Hands of their Adverſaries, rather than Write or Preach 
Unfaſhionable Doctrines, or what may lay an Imbargo on 
their Hopes. 3 
Tbe Publication of your Papers Doubrleſs will move our 
Convocation to ſome Holy Jealouſy, leaſt Lay Men 
onely ſhould bave the Honour of Vindicating their Faith, 
while our Biſhops and Men of Intereſt and Leaſure in the 
Church Jie faſt a Sleep, as if unconcern'd in the Matter. 
It's certainly Neceſſary, that the Defenders of Antient 
Chriſtianity, ſhould have ſome acquaintance with the 
Original Languages of the Scriptures, and without it 
it's hard to oppoſe Critical Cavillers, to purpoſe, but for 
my Part, I would have the Adverſary rather fly to a 


Critical Verſion than our Selves, the Vulgar being rea- 


dy to ſuſpect the Cauſe, which is fain to quit the Tranſia- 
tion which they every Day read, for another, the Reaſon 
ef which they no way Comprehend ; and ] believe our 
plain Engliſh Tranſlation bears ſo full againſt what 
Dr. Clarke offers, that it will be very hard for _ to 

rau 


draw any Sober, Pious, Meer Engliſh Reader to bisSide. 


But where he, or otbers, vill take that Courſe firſt, it's ne- 
ceſſary that we ſhuold follow them in their own Way, and 
convince the more Intelligent World that the Refuge they 


retend to in Gniticiſm, is of as little value as their pre- 
tendedly Rational Arguments againſt the Trinity. It has 


never been my Fortune to ſee the Amendments deſipn'd 
in our Liturgy by King William's Commiſſioners, 
and it ſeems to have been put into more Diſſenters 
Hands than Church- Mens ; onely I know ſome of the 
Commiſſioners - themſelves were no way ſatiify'd 
with what the Major Part were for 5 for my Part, 


Jam not weary of the commonly calld Athanaſian 
Creed, and I think I can, in my way, defend it from 


any Objections I have yet ſeen ; but my conſtant Paro- 
chial Work hinders me from publiſhing 9what I have 
preach'd on that Subject. But I forget that your Meſſen- 
ger ſtays, and I exerciſe your Patience tuo far; 1 could 
have wiſh'd for time to have read your Papers over again, 


for they will very well bear it, but for the Favoar I have 


had of Peruſing them, 1 heartily thank Yu; May God 
bleſs your Endeavours, for the Honour of bis Holy Reli- 


gion, and make them Uſeful, as I hope they will be, to the 


Publick, and may He have a ſhare in your Prayers, to God 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, who is, | 


Sir, : 
April 28. Your Obliged and Faithful 
* | Friend and Servant, 
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S HI. The Novel Doctrine oppoſite thereto, and- | 
§. IV. --Conſequently takes away the Churches 


from us if it obtains. 

F. 1 Ground of our Apprehenſion that it may 

obtain. 
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MEMORIAL, 6%: 


7 r HE Unity of the Church is moſt 
Mal PZ bighbly acceptable to God, and of 
aðbſolute Neceflity to the Progreſs 
of Religion. This Unity is an A- 
: | greement in Fundamental Do- 
| &rines, and in the Eſſentials of External Worſhip 
between National Churches, and an external and 
ſtrict Communion of each National Church with 
their Biſhops. But where the Fundamental Do- 
Frines are different, there can be no Union. 
Among the Fundamental Doctrines, we number 
Firft, That of Faith in the moſt Holy Trinity, and of the 
Worſhip and Hope depending thereupon; and in 
| the Second Place the Doctrine of Orders or Lawful ſetting 
apart of the Miniſters of the Lord, by whom we are to 
offer up our Publick Devotions, and receive the 
Heavenly Bleſſings. It is within memory that a De- 
1 bate. about matters purely Civil made a Breach in 
| this Church among the Clergy, and ſhut out many 
of them from the Exerciſe of their Holy Function 
among us, and from External Communion with 
us, to the-great Perplexity of many Honeſt Peo- 


ple. . hal 
780 That 


That Breach not yet entirely healed, this Church 
is in the utmoſt Danger of another, by which all 
her Orthodox People are threatned with being put 
under a fad Neceflity of forſaking her Communi- 
on. Fi. g 

That Doctrine of the moſt Holy Trinity, and In- 
carnation of God the Son, and the Faith, Hope, Cha- 
rity and Devotion founded thereupon, which hath 
been taught us by this Church from moſt certain 
Warrants of Holy Scripture: This moſt Holy 
Doctrine is now impeached, the very contrar 
hereunto affirmed to be True, not only in the ſelt- 
ſufficient Opinion of the Broachers thereof, but in 
the Judgment of the Church of England. And this 
is done by one of her moſt eminent Presbyters. 
Had he attempted only to ſet up a New Doctrine, 
that attempt would not have affected us, who upon 
moſt mature Deliberation have fix d upon the Be- 
ginning of our Confidence, (Heb. ii. 14.) Had he not 
ſaid The Church is of his Opinion (See his Book. 


Preface p. xxiv. and. Part iii. ch. I.) or having ſaid ſo | 


now near Three Years paſt, bad he been convict of Slan- 
| &r, We ſhould onely have inquir'd how far it had 
been Lawlful to have ſaid Amen to the Publick Ser- 


vice, when perform'd by a Miniſter that d:vides he Þ 


Holy Trinity, and Excludes from Supreme Worſhip the. Son 
and Holy Ghoſt. But now ſince, be aſſerts bis Doctrine 
to be the Doctrine of the Church of England, and is 
ſaſfer d l Her to continue in that Station, in which be 


could not continue without an intire Aſſent to Her Fudg- 
ment; this gives us great Apprehenſions, leaſt his 
Aſſertion of the Faith of this Church being true, 
and the Novel Doctrine diametrically oppoſite to | 
the Ancient Faith; we are thereby in Danger of | 


being ſhut out of this Church, leſt we therein Offer up 4 
Service to God Sacrilegious and Blaſpbemous. 


According to the Ancient Faith, we Worſhip one 
God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity, neither 


con- 


(3) = 
1 © confounding the Perſons ordividing'the Subſtance ; 
| E We Worſhip this moſt Holy Trinity by the Media- 
t tion of the Son, very God and very Man, whoſe 
Death is a ſufficient Satis faction for our Sins. Accor- 
ding to that Novel Doctrine, We muſt Worſhip One 
! God, in one Perſon only, and by the Mediation of 
another Perſon, of whom it is deny'd that he is very 
God, and of whom it does not appear that he is very 
| Man, and in whoſe Death, as a Satisfaction for 
Sin, we have no Direction to put any Confidence: 
Thus the Fundamentals are oppoſite, and require 
| a Worſhip intirely different. If the Ancient Doctrine 
is True, the Worſhip founded upon the Novel Do- 
ctrine will be Sacrilegious and. Blaſphemous, and force us 
from the Communion of every National Church that 
| ſhall receive it. 


Bi 


. The Ancient Doctrine of the moſt Holy Trinity, as 
o receiv'd by us from this Church, and to which, 
upon a due comparing of it with the Holy Scriptures 
d and Natural Reaſon, we firmly adhere, is This; 
- © Zirf, There is One Living and True God everla- 
e | ſting, without Body, Parts, or Paſſions, of infinite 
Power, Wiſdom and Goodneſs, the Maker and 
e Preſerver of all Things viſible and inviſible z and 
uin Unity of this Godhead, there be Three Perſons 
e | of one Subſtance, Power, and Eternity, the Father, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. Secondly, The Son, 
s which is the Word of the Father, begotten from E- 
„ |] verlaſting of the Father, the Very and Eternal 
o || God, of one Subſtance with the Father, took Man's 
f || Nature in the Womb of the Bleſſed Virgin Mary, 
4 of her Subſtance ; ſo that two whole and perfect 
|} Natures, that is to ſay, the God- head and the Man- 
© hood were joyn'd together in one Perſon, ne- 
ver to be divided, whereof * one CHRIST, = 


* — Cop & 8 * * 2 5 


God and very Man, who truely Suffer'd, was 


Cru- 
cified, Dead and Buried, to reconcile his Father to Þ 
us, and to be a Sacrifice, not only for Original] 
Guilt, but alſo for Actual Sins of Men; and weneF 


down into Hell, and did truly 


Death, and took again his Body, with Fleſh, Bones, 


and all things appertaining to the Perfection of 
Man's Nature, wherewith he aſcended into Hea- 
ven, and there ſitteth till he Return to Judge all 
Men at the-laſt Day. Thirdly, The Holy Ghoſt, 
proceeding from the Father and the Son, is of one 
Subſtance with the Father and the Son, Very and 
Eternal God. | 5 


F. III. 


On the contrary, the Novel Dotrine ſet forth by : 


Dr. Clark in his (pretended) Scripture Doctrine cf the Þ 
Trinity, and therein pretended to be the Doctrine of 
the Church of England aſſerts that Firſt, The firſt F 
Supreme Caule | i. e. the Almighty Maker and Preſer- 
wer] of all Things, is one Perſon (p. 241.) The Fa- | 


ther, or firſt Perſon alone (p. 243, 244) with whom 


the Son and Spirit exiſted from the beginning (p: 
242) That the Father alone is Self-exiſtent and In- 
dependent (p. 243.) The Son not Self exiſtent, but 
derives his Being or Eſſence from the Father, as F 


from the Supreme Cauſe (p. 275.) That the Holy 
Ghoſt is not Self- exiſtent, but derives his Being or 


Eſfence from the Father BY the Son, as from the Su- 
preme Cauſe (p 289) That a Perſon who is not ſelf- | 
exiſtent cannoc be of the ſame Eſſence with a Perſon | 


who is ſelf.exiſtent, and of whoſe Eſfence that ſelt- 


exiftence' muſt be a principal Character. (p. 465.) 


That the Father, or Firft Perſon, alone is abſolute- 
ly Supreme over all. (p. 244.) That abſolutely Su- 
preme, is an Attribute which is Perſonal, and can- 


not be Communicated frem one Perſon: to ano-— 


ther 


Riſe again from Gh 


ZE 
her. (245.) And to ſuppoſe it Communicable,is an 
| expreſs Con tradiction in Terms. (p. 298, 299.) 
That the Son is ſub-ordinate. (p. 2445 297) acting 
by the Willof the Father, (p. 322) That the Holy 
Ghoſt is ſub-ordinate, (p. 348) acting by the Will 
| of the Father. (p. 328. in Sheer Z) and is ſub- ordi- 
nate alſo to the Son, by Nature and by the 
Will of the Father, ſave that he was Conducter of 
the Son when upon Earth (p. 351.) : 
VN. B. Thus this Node Doctrine makes the Three 
Perſons Three diſtint? Subſtances, One Self exiſtent, a 
Second derived immediately from that Self. exiſtent 
(which in his Notion (p. 72.) makes it diſtinct from 


all other Subſtance) and a Third derived from the 


| Father by the Son, which makes it diſtinct from the 
! Subſtance of the Son, And it alſo makes Three di- 
| tin Powers, One Supreme, Another ſubordinate to 
the Supreme, and a Third ſubordinate to both: 
! and denies rhe one Eternity of the Son and Spirit with 
the Father, making One Perſon onely Eternal. 
2. As tothe Son of God it does not appear in his 
Book what he is. For Firſt, tho he is ſaid to be a 
Real Perſon, to have been in the Form of God, 
having Glory with the Father (p. 367.) yet it is 
alſo ſaid, That the Son, before his Incarnation, 
{appeared only as the Shechinah or Habitation of the 
Glory of the Father, the Diſtinctneſs of his Perſon 
not being yet Revealed (p. 367.) and that, at his 
| Incarnation, he empty'd himſelf of that Glory 
which he had wich God, and by Virtue whereof 
he was in the Form of God (p. 368.) That his Na- 


ture, Eſſence or Subſtance is not declared in 


Scripture (p. 243.) That the God of Abraham and 


Hrael and Moſes and the Prophets is the Father a- 


lone (p. 244.) Repreſented by an Angel (p. roy, 
114.) That the Son is ſtiled God, not on account 
of his Nature, but his Office (p. 216.) That SEO 
(God) ſignifies Partaker of 1 Power ad Glory 
| 2 Wien 
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(6) 


with the Father (p. 22.) [not of abſolutely Su- 


preme Power, which is impoſſible te be communi- 
cated (p. 145.) And he uſes the Words Angel and 


Meſſinger as the ſame (p. 339.) ] So that we cannot 
underſtand what he would have ws believe the Son of God 
to be, prior to bis Incarnation. He has deny d him to 


be Very and Eternal God of one Subſtance with 
the Father, but does not diſtinctly aſſert him to be 


an Angel by Nature, or any other Being in parti- | 
cular, but onely a Derived Being. And therefore | 
makes it a Queſſion ith us, Whether the Son of | 
God, being now Incarnate, can by this Novel Do- 
arine be ſaid to be very Man. For till that Being 
which aſſumed Fleſh, is fo deſcribed as to be or | 
not to be the proper Subſiſtence of the Humane | 
Nature in the Perſon of Chriſt, it cannot be ſaid, |] 
that the Human Nature in his Perſon is or is not 


Very Man. 
Neither Secondly, does it certainly appear from 
this Novel Doctrine, that CHRIST dyed to be a Sa- 


crifice for Original Guilt or Actual Sin 3 on the 


contrary, it explains the Second Suffrage in the Li- 


tany agreeable to the Sacinian Doctrine, laying all the 


Streſs upon the Inte ceſſion onely of Chriſt, our 
Mediator, ſet forth as above ſaid. | 


3. As to the Holy Ghoſt, this Novel Doctrine de- 


nies his Proceeding from the Son, and his being 


of one Subſtance with the Father and the Son, Very | 
and eternal God (as has been noted above) and it 
alſo denies him to be of one Majeſty and Glory | 
with the Father and the Son (p. 441, 442, 476) or | 


that he is call'd God in Scripture, (p. 303.) or that 


there is any clear Precept or Example in Scripture, | 


for putting up Prayers directly and expreſly to his 
_ Perſon. (v. 375.) | 


w hath; 3 


. . 


his Juſtice. 


1 

. | 
Now this difference in the Doctrines, if the No- 
vel Obtain, does of abſolute Neceffity drive us from 
the Publick Worſhip. It is one thing to adore Three 
Perſons in One Subſtance by the Mediation of 
6ne of the Three, and another thing to adore 
one Perfon only by the Mediation of another 
Perſon , of a Subſtance as intirely diſtin as 
Self-exiſtent and Deriv'd are diſtint. And the 
Foundation of this Mediation is very different; the 
Ancient Faith ſets forth a Mediator, who has paid 


the full price of our Redemption; on account of 


which God is Faithful and Fuſt to forgive us our Sins, 
and we come with boldneſs to the Throne of Grace; on 
the contrary, this Novel Doctrine cannot by us be 


underſtood to extend the Merits of Chriſt beyond 


the meer Mercy of the Father, in Contradiction to 


CY; 

Now we muſt ſay it again, there are Reaſons for 
our Fears that the Clergy of our Church are either 
of Opinion with Dr. Clark, or at leaſt unwilling it 
ſhould be known whether they are or not 5 ſome 
attempts have been made to prove his Doctrine not 
Scriptural ; but (not to enquire whether theſe have 
not been doneby Lay-men) itis manifeſt they have 
not yet diſprov d this Aſſertion, That the Novel 
Doctrine is the Doctrine of the Church; on the contrary 
that Doctrine is ſaid to be much abbetted by the 
Clergy. Apologies have been Printed in Dr. 
Clark's Defence, ſaid to be written by Men in Or- 


ders, and the World js told from the Preſs, that 


upon peruſal of A Paper, in his Defence, by the 
Biſbops, their Lordſhips put a ſtop to a Complaint a- 
gainſt him in Convocation, N. B. We have peruſed 
that Paper with the utmoſt Care, and find it a di- 
rect 2dberence to bis Novel Doctrine, and a further, 
Charging it 4s the Dolfrine of this Church, « VL 


(SF): 
8 VL | 


Our Apprehenſions of the Effects hereof are 
the greater, becauſe we cannot be ſatisfy'd the Novel 
Doctrine it founded on Scripture, which we are fully 
eonvinc'd the Ancient Doctrine is; the Novel Do- 
ctrine cannot be if the Antient Doctrine is, becauſe 
they are directly contrary to each other. We think 
we ſhould juſtly deſerve the ſevereſt Cenſure, if 
we did not ſearch the Scriptures, whether theſe things 
are ſo ; nay, it ſuch of us as have opportunity, did 
not acquaint themſelves with the Original Tongues 
of the Bible, which alone can, in juſt propriety of 
Speech, be call d the Word r God. | 


* * : 


In this Enquiry we have laid aſide thoſe Prejudi- 


ces which our Education in this Church might be 
ſuſpected to occalion ; eſpecially, ſince the obvi- 
ous Senſe of the Articles, Creeds and Liturgy is 
for the Ancient Faith, to which, after the ſtricteſt 
enquiries, we are forc'd by our Conſciences to con- 
feſls we muſt Adhere. | 
The Scriptures alledged by Dr. Clark, in proof 
of his Novel Doctrine, do really prove as follows; 
In Chap. t. Section 1. The Titles One and onely God 
are not confin'd to the Father's Perſon, excluſive of 


the Son and Holy Ghoſt ; they are either the 


Titles of the Subſtance in all the Three, or if the 
 Subſiiſting is in any Text confin'd to any Perſon, 


that Perſon is either the Son or Holy Spirit. So 


again, Sect. 2, the Title God put abſolutely, is the 
Title of the Subſtance, either in all the Perſons, or 
Subſiſting in the Son or Spirit, or Father and Son 
together. Likewiſe, the Attributes in Sect 3. and the 
Worſhip in Sect. 4. cannot be confin'd to the Perſon 
of the Father, excluſive of the Son and Spirit, till 
it is ficſt proved that they are not the Self-exiſtent 
Subſtance which is the thing in Queſtion. Then in 
= ,7 : 


Chap. 


* bo. Eb. Ali... 


OT” FN WF - TO" OR. "OO hor Ide. 4 


09) 
Chap. 2. Sec. 1. the Meaning of the Title God aſcrs- 


bed to the Son, is attempted tobe evaded, but in vain, 


for 1}. It is ſometimes the Verſion of the Hebrew 
EL and ELOHIM, the former of which is an incom- 
municable Name of GOD, and the latter is joyn'd 
with JEHOVAH, which declares his Self. exiſtent 
Nature. 24h). The other Paſſages are the Verſion of 
the Greek, in which the Title is Ambiguous, but then 
there are ſuch Attributes or Worſhip added, as de- 
termine the Title to the Supreme unoriginite Being; 
nor has Dr. Clarke, in his Defence of the ſaid Book, 
given any ſufficient Reaſon to the-contrary,norare 
theſe the Hundredth Part of the Texts in which G0 
the Son is ſtyl d God in Scripture. Again, in the 2 Chap. 
Seck. 2. the Texts moſt evidently aſcribe to the Son 
the Work of Creating all Things out of Nothing, a 
Branch of that abſolutely Supreme and Indepen- 
dent Power which Dr. Clark himſelf deneis to be 
Communicable. And ſo in the 34 Se&#. The A4ttri- 
butes, and in the 4th SeF. The Worſhip aſcrib'd to the 
Son, are ſufficient to prove him the ſame Sclf exiftens 
Subſtance as the Father. Nor are they capable of 
being explain'd to the contrary, but upon the Fal- 
lacy of begging the Queſtion, or ſuppoſing the 


the thing determin'd which they are produc'd to 


Prove. Then the vaſt Number of Texts in the 
5th Sect. do not one of them prove the Novel 
Doctrine; fo far from, it that moſt of them prove 
the Reverfe thereto. And if the Texts in Chap. 3. 
Seck. 1. had anſwer d the Propoſition of that Seton, 
they muſt have prov'd for :he Holy Ghoft, that he, 
and not the Word or Son, is the Creator of all Things, 
unleſs the Creation, in the Judgment of Dr. Clarke, 
is not a Miracle ; and they ſhould have prov'd al- 
ſo, that the Holy Ghoſt was Superior to the Son, 
during his abode on Earth, but the Misfortune is, 
we find no ſuch thing prov'd by any one. of the 
Texts. CERN WEIR 

The 


1 


(10) 


The Conception of the Humane Nature of Chrif, 


and the Conduct of That, are confeſs d to be the 
acts of the Holy Spirit; but then the former of 
theſe prove the Holy Ghoſt to be the Author of 


Life immediately, and fo the Firſt and Supreme 


Cauſe and the latter magnifies his Office ct Medi- 


ator, which he holds as Vice-Gerent of the Eternal 


Word. It is a moſt cogent Argument for us to ſub- 


mit to his Conduct, ſince the Human Nature in 
Chriſt was conducted by him. And yet this proves 
no Superiority in the Spirit over the Son, for the 
Eternal Word gave this Spirit to his own Human Na- 
Fare, | | | 
The other Texts in this and the 24, 3d, 4th, and 
5th Sections of this Chapter prove the Spirit 10 be 
the ſame one Subſtance with the Father and the Son, 
nor do the 6th and 7th Sections prove the 
Contrary. But not one Text throughout the 
the whole proves the Spirit to be A Derived Sub- 
ſtance, or Derived from the Father by the Son. | 
This therefore juſtly aggravates our Fears, leſt if 
tha Novel Doctrine thould be the Senſe of the Church 
we ſhould not be able to Conform thereto, for want 
of Scripture Proof. ʒ— 


$. VII. 


If it be ſaid, there may Proof be given for every 


one of the Points of that we call the Novel Doctrine. 


We Reply, We are ready to be convinced by Scrts 
pture Proof; but then it muſt be done fairly and 
with that Plainneſs which the Goſpel Simplicity 

does Require. 3 | 
1. The Proof that would convince us maſt ei- 
ther uſe the Scriptures of the Old Teftament, or 
prove they are not. capable of Determining any 
any thing in this Debate, and that the Original He. 
brew muſt not be firſt and chiefly enquired m ; 
| = * 


give 


(11) 
We humbly infiſt upon the Old Teſtament for theſe 
e Reaſons. (I.) The great Deſignation of the Me/- 
ab in the New Teſtament, is his being the Son of 
f 6%; This is founded upon the Prophecies in be 
Old Teftament ſpoken by the Holy Ghoſt which pre- 
j. (ſuppoſe the Doctrine of the Trinity to be Reveak 
1 Jed in the Old Teſtament, and alſo the Nature of 
che Subſtance ' of each Perſon, whether Selflexi- 
ſtent or not. (2.) This is actually done in the Old 
Teſtament, The Self-exiſtent Nature is aſcribed 
to the Son and Spirit, by plain and poſitive 
Words, FEHOVAH Ehjeh, El Shaddai, &c. are 
Titles of the Son: and the Spirit is declared Infinite 
4 land ſtiled FEHOYVAH. According to Dr. Clark's 
„„ Jown Rule, this Title Febovab muſt be the Deſig- 
nation of the abſtracted Subſtance ; for the Relatives 
e ½, thy, our, & c. are never uſed therewith. And 
e according to the beſt Enquiry we can make it ſigni- 
„ ſies theSubſtance or Eſſence of God, That which the 
ILXX. expreſs by 5 %, and the Latter Ages of the 
i | Latin by Ile Ens. (3.) St. Ferom (pref. in Pentat,). 
h I ſays, The LXX. did on purpoſe conceal the Doctri ne o 
it {the Trinity when they tranſlated the Hebrew into Greek, 
| I Therefore there is an abſolute Neceſſity of attend- 
ing to the Original. (4.) Neither is the Authority 
of Grammarians and Lexicons ſufficient to guide 
this Enquiry. The Meaning of each Word muſt 
y | Þ< examin'd by all the Texts in which it is uſed, 
e. with other Words that can explain it, and the Con- 
+ | ſtruction muſt be Learnt from a Cloſe Attention to 
id the whole Book, Had theſe been obſerved in 
y | making the Greek and other Verſions, the Doctrine 
of the Trinity had been paſt Debate long ago. 
i- | (5)Of this the Abettors of Dr. Clark ſeem well awarez 
or elſe why do they Ridicule the Study of the He- 
y | brew? Why do not they confute the Verſion of 
es | ſome Texts relating to this Controverſy, lately. 
given by one of the Lay men of this Church? 
E | « 3 therefore 
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therefore, tho? we will not preſume to make a New 


Verſion, we muſt beg leave to inſiſt that the Texts 


may be throughly examin'd and proper Verſions 
given to ſuch Paſſages as [hall be made uſe of. 

That we may not be thought more than neceſ- 
ſarily Scrupulous, we deſire the Hebrew Grammari- 
ans may ſettle a Preliminary or two before their 
Verſion is admitted. (1) They muſt ſhew why 
the Primitive Pronoun, when joyn'd to a Verb, 
ſhall be a Primitive, and fignifie Thee, Him or Me, 


but being joyn'd with a Noun, - muſt-. ſignify. pol- 


ſeflivelyThine, His, or Mine without Exception. This 
Rule of Theirs has obſcur'd abundance of Texts, 
to Name one or two. Pſ. ii. 6. ſhould be--Yet have 
1 fer my felt King. Pſal. cxxxix. 6.---Thee the Spirit. 
Prov. xxx. 4----The Name of Him, the Son. Iſa. xlviii. 
16. The Spirit thereof, &c. (2) It is reaſonable to 
Enquire why, fince according to the Genius of the 
Language, the ſame Word expreſſes both the abſtra- 
&ed Quality, and the Perſon or Subject in whom 
that Quality doth inhere, and is render'd accor- 
dingly tor the one, or the other as requiſite; yet, 
neveitheleſs the Word expreſſing the abſtracted 
Nature of God, is conſtantly render'd by a Word 
expreſſing one Perſon, in whom that Nature doth 
ſubſiſt; as the Word Adam fignifying both the ab- 
ſtracted Humane Nature (Gen. v. 2. and vi. 3) and 
the Perſon in whom that Nature doth Subſiſt (Gen. 
ii. 24. and generally thro' the Bible) and yet is Tran- 
ſlated by the fame Word in both Caſes, in the Greek, 


and other Terms, which have diſtin Words for 


bath. (3) They thould vouchſafe to acquaint us 
why the ſame Word directing the ſame thing ſhould 
be render'd by different Words, even where the 


New Teſtament has corrected. the LXX. Thus the 
Hebrew, Mzlach, when ſpoken of Chriſt in the Old 


Teftament, is confin'd to ſigniſy Mediator; yet, 


when we find this Title given to him in Exodus iii. 


1 f 


3.0 
it is rendered Angel, but when in Malachi Meſſen- 
ger (Meſſenger of the Covenant) notwithſtanding the 
New Teſtament ſtiles him the Mediator of the Cove- 
nant, Heb. xii. 24. more agreeable to the Office in- 
tended to be expreſſed in the Word Malach, Gen. 
xxxii. 3.(4) They ſhould give ſufficient Reaſons for 
their denying the Appoſition to the former of 
Two Subſtances, and placing it in Regimine where 
the Senſe of the Texts contradicts it. Thus in that 
of Exod. iii. 2. Malach Fehovah by the Tenor of the 
Text muſt be in Appoſition, and being render'd as 
aforeſaid is The Mediator, the Self: exiſtent Subſtance. 
For in Verſe the 14 of that Chapter, he ſays of him- 
ſelf, IAM THAT I AM, and As, vii. 3. his Voice 
is call'd the Voice of the Lord FEHOYV AH, neither of 
which are conſiſtent with his Being, any other 
than the Very Febovab, the Self-exiſtent Subſtancethen 
appearing in the Shecinah, and in the Character 
of Mediator to us. Theſe things being confider'd, 
the Hebrew Text will, as we humbly hope, be more 
enquir'd into than hitherto it hath been done. Dr. 
Clark expreſly affirms the Old Teſtament has no Texts 
therein that reveal the Doctrine of the Trinity (Letter 
to Dr. Wells, p.5) But this is not the only Defect in 
the Proof alleg'd for the Novel Doctrine. The Greek 
of the New Teſtament is either not attended to or 
Perverted. Therefore we muſt defire—— | 

II. That in any Proof to be brought for this No- 
vel Doctrine, the Greek of the New Teſtament may be 
always obſerv'd and fairly render'd. for hitherto - 
(1) Where the Verſion makes for the Novel Doctrine, 
it is ufed as Right, tho' manifeſtly Falſe. (2) But 


where it makes againſt it, if there be any colour 
of pretence for Alteration it « altered, (1) The 
Verſion in Dr.Clark's Doctrine, No. 29. Luc. vi. 12, 
is manifeſtly Falſe, The Greek ſays,- Feſus continued 
all Night in tbe Oration, or Prayer OP God, declar- 
ring it to be ge1 who made the Oration. The Ver- 

| | ſion 
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God the Object TO whom the Prayer was made. 
And (to paſs over all in the interval, we cannot but 
note (N* 950, Heb. 1. The Greek is--- Brightneſs of 
the Glory, putting the Word Glory in Explanation of 
the Word God, v.1. agreeable to the Hebrew ;which 
denotes the Subſtance of God by the Term Fehovah, 
which St. Paul (Rom. iv. 3.) renders God; and alſo 
expreſſes both the Subſtance and the Glory by the 
Term Cabod, generally render'd Gloy. Thiz leaves 


the Reader to infer that the Subſtance and zlory of 


God is the ſame, and that the Glory belongs to all 
the Perſons in whom the Subſtance doth Subſift, 
Then being in Verſe 1%. it is declared that God 
0 ©:0;, Spake in the Prophets of Old (which was done by 
the Holy Ghoſt) (cb. iii. 7.) and in the Son now to us, 
It will follow that 5:9; is the Subſtance, and that 
the Glory in the Text is the Glory of the Holy Ghoſt 
and the Son expreſly, and of the Father by implicati- 
on. Now in manifeſt Oppoſition to this, the Ver- 
ſion fays--- Brightneſs of HIS Glory confining the Word 


God in the 1% Verſe, to ſignify One Perſon alone, and 


that toothe Perſon of the Father; againſt the Tenor 
of the Text, the Poſiture and direct Senſe of the 
Words, and the Scope of the Argument ; which is 
to prove the Son the ſame Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther, notwithſtanding his Character of Mediation, 
in which he is the Manifeſter of the Subſtance (Jb. 
i. 18.) the Brightneſs of THE Glory. So again in the 
next Clauſe the Word v7i5207; has been taken fot 
The Subſtance ; ſo all the Ancient Verſions, and e- 
ven our Ergliſh at firſt, and in the Liturgy for a- 
bove r00 Years; agreeable to the Uſe of the Word 
in this Epiſtle, ch. ii. 14. & xi. 1. where it is pro- 


perly Foundation, and ſo Subſtance, and render'd Sub- 


ſtance in the Latter. Thus it is another Word for 
the Subance of God ſabfiſting in all the Perſons, and 
made manifeſt by the Son. And nof this _— 


fon directiy contrary ſay s---Prayer TO God, making 


(15). 


the Senſe of the Relative to all the Perfons, and 


the Verſion muſt be- he Expreſs Image of the Subſtance 


thereof. So again, the Term Pipe in the next Clauſe 
is the Word uſed by the LXX. for the Verfion of 4 
Hebrew Word ſignifying Emanation, Deut. viii. 3. and 
the Verſion may be · Upbolding all things by the Ema- 
nation of the Power thereof. The Clauſe following 
ſhould nor have been omitted, for it ſhews the Di- 
ſtin ion of Natures in the Perſon of Chriſt; How- 
ever the True Verſion of the Original ſhould have 
been put down in that which is Recited, then the 
following Words, would have ſtood thus, -- Being ſo 
much better than the Angels as he inheritech a more excellent 


Nature than they, for unto which of the Angels ſaid He at 
any time, Thou art my Son, I am to Day begetting thee ? 


And again, I will be to bim for a Father, and be ſhalt 


be to _ a Son; and again, when he bringeth the firſt 


Produced (or Producer) into the Diſpenſation, it ſaith, 


Let all the Angels of God Worſbip him. Now as to the 


Angels it ſaith, who maketh bis Angels Spirits, aud bis 


Miniſters a Flame of Fire. But to Thy Son, Thy Throne 


O God, is for ever aud ever, a Sceptre of Righteouſneſs is 
the Sceptre of thy Kingdom, thou haſt Loved Righteoufneſt 


and hated Iniquity ; therefore O GOD, Thy Gods the Oil 


of Gladneſs hith anointed thee, &c. The Reader will 
Obſerve the difference in the laſt Clauſe ; the Ver- 
ſion cited by Dr. Clark, makes the God who anoin- 


ted Chriſt to be one Perſon, and the Oil of Glad- 


neſs (the Holy Ghoſt) to be another Perſon : But on 
the contrary, the Original ſets forth the Holy Ghoſt 
to be the Very God himſelf who anointed Chriſt, 
(with his ſeven- fold Gifts, a. xi. 1. &c.) agreeable to 


what Chriſt himſelf ſays of himſelf, Luc. vi, 18. The 


Spirit of the Lord---hath anointed me. . 
This may ſupport the firft Particular of out 


Charge upon Dr. Clark, the uſing the Errors of the 


Verſion, when they make againſt the Ancient Faith. 


Therefore to proceed to the other, (2) The Altera- 


tions 


( * 6 , \ 


tions made in the Verſion, when it looks againſt, 


him, tho' the Original ſo directs: Of which an In- 


ſtance or two may ſuffice ; Thus Dr. Clark in that 
of St. Matt. xix. 17. repeated by him Three times, 
No 1. Ne 340. and N® 762. changes the Verſion 
and Reads -there is none Good but One Perſon, that is 
God. Which is the more extraordinary, becauſe, 
according to his oπẽn Uſe of the Word, One Perſon 


inthe Text, it muſt ſignify Figuratively the Sub- 


fance of God and all the Perſons therein, As the very 
ſame Word ſiznifies in two Texts by him Cited in 
his Defence of this Explanation, both which are 
actually againſt himſelf, Gal. iii. 27. and Eph. ii. 15. 
The Predicate common, to many Perſons makes 
them all One Perſon. So if we ſhould read One Per- 
ſon in the Verſion of this Text, yet till the Predi- 
cate is prov'd to be ſuch as cannot be Predicated 


of every Perſon ſtilbd God, it muſt ſtand Figuratively, 


for the whole Number of Perſons, as in thoſe other two 


Texts it moſt ceiainly doth. His Alteration there- 


fore of theVerfion of this Text depends upon a Fal- 
lacy of Begging the Que tion, which is 4 colour of pre- 
rence for it, but ſuch a Colour as makes one Bluſh 
for him. BY . 

Let us add one Inſtance more, in Phil, ii. No 936. 
he puts out the Verſion of one Clauſe, which is a- 
gainſt him, and lets another ſtand that looks for 
him, tho' the Latter is not ſo exact a Verſion of 
the Greek as the Former. The Verſion of that 
Clauſe, He tbougbt it no Robbery to be Equal with God, 
is moſt certainly Warrantable ; but that which Dr. 
Clark ſubſtitutes is not ſo: Again, the Verſion of tlie 
Clauſe, Feſus Chrift is Lord TO th: Glory of God 
the Father, is not Right, it ſhould be IN the Glory, 
but this the Dr. has not minded. | 

The Brevity requiſite in this MEMORIAL, for- 


bids our enlarging furcher upon this Head. 
$ Vir 
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We profeſs our ſelves entirely without Partiali- 
ty ; we defire only we may have The True Faith 
fairly deliver'd to us. If it be he Novel Doctrine, let 
it but be fairly prov'd, we are ready to embrace it. 
But then the Proof muſt not be Partial. (1) The 
whole Bible muſt be lay'd before us; the Original 
Tongues faithfully Interpreted; The Old Teſtament 
muſt be taken as Our Lord and His Apoſtles 
took it, not as theJews. perverted it; (They knew not 
the Scriptures or the Power of God) much leſs as they 
would now interpret it by their Novel Creed of Ben 
Maimon. TheNewTeſtament muſt be given us as it was 
to the firſt Age of the Church, in which the Terms 
Ia) & ITA Were underſtood to mean, Not only the 
Perſon of the Father, and of the Spirit, but the Sabſtance 
of the Deity, . Foh. iv. ver. 22. The Word Haſip ſigni- 
fies ſometimes that SubFance as aforeſaid in Fob. r. 
v.23.ſometimes the Predeceſſor only: That which is ex- 
preſſed by g Se Heb. 1 55. and a4]yp i105, Fob. I.V. 
18, that Predeceſſor of the Word Incarnate, which was 
to him for a Father (a proper Father according to the 
Laws of the Jes, Deut. xxv. 5. Matt, xxii.) even that 
Frernal Word in the Shecinah which ſaid this to David (2 
Sam.vii.4, 14. ) concerning Himſelf, The meaneſt People 
among the Fes knew this latter Deſignation ; and 
nothing was more common among the Heathen 
than the former. This then muſt be obſerved in 


; p 


the Application of each Text, wherein thoſe Terms 


are uſed. So alſo, 59:5; the God, or Godhead, as 


it is the Verſion of Jehovah, of which above, pag. 


I T. as it moſt certainly ſignifies in Heb.i. I. of which 


( 5 The Scope of each Paſſage muſt be conſider d, 


and then the Agreeableneſs of the Verſion with that 


and with the whole Bible, muſt be examin'd. For 
| | wane 


the Plalm from whence the Paſſage is cited 


(18). 


want of this, Interpreters have perverted a notable 


Paſſage, that of 1 Cor. xy. 24, Gc. The Scope is to 
prove out Reſurrection from the Neceſſity thereof, 
in order to put an End to the Subordinate King- 


dom, which Chriſt now as Mediator holds of the 
| Godhead; That Subordinate Kingdom, which muſt 


continue till all the Enemies are ſubdued, of which 
Death is the Laſt. But the Verſion ſets aſide this, 
and puts it as if the Subordination of Chriſt is to fol- 
low our Reſurtection, and conſequently deſtroys the 
Argument. All Pious Souls, out of Love to Chriſt, de- 
fire He may not be again Humbled. The difference 
will appear by comparing Dr. Clark's Paſſage, No 
146. with the True Verſion of the Greek, which 
is as follows: Then alſo the End, ſince he will yield 
up the Kingdom to the Godhead, even the Father, when 


he ſhall have diſcharged all Rule and all Authority and 


— 


Power, —— 


(For he muſt Reign until he ſhall put all the Enemies 
under bis Feet; the laſt Enemy that ſhall be ſubdued is 


Death : For he is putting all things under his Feet, Now 
Hince it ſays all things are putting under him, it is none 


that he is excepted who is putting all things under him ; 
aud ſince be is putting all things under him, therefore e- 
ven the Sow bimſelf mu#t be Cw TH bo to Him who 
is putting all things under him) IP 
bat | 5 Oro, ] the Godhead may be all Things (e- 
very acting Nature) in all the Perſons, 
This Verſion proves the Reſurrection of our Bo- 
dies, as being neceſſary in order to the putting an 
End to the Sub ordination whichChriſt now under- 


goes in his Mediatorial Kingdom: And thus the 
>cope of the Argument is obſerv'd therein, which 
is manifeſtly perverted in that which Dr. Clark re- 


Cites. „ 
N. B. This being a Paſſage much uſed in this 
Controyerſiy, it may be further obſerv'a, that in 
in 


— 


N 


(19) | 

in proof of the Sub ordination of the Son, To Him 
who is putting all things under bis Feet; That Perſon 
who puts all things under the Peet, of the Sen of Man 
(Ben Adam) IS the Lord the Governour of Iſrael; The 
Son Himſeif; the Perſon of the Eternal Word, who 
is the Lord God of Iſrael (Gen xv.1.xvi.7.) that Glo- 


ry and Wirſhip (or Subſtance and Glory of Ged) 


which Crowned the Son of Man. Pſ. viii. ( Aſſumed him 
into and made him Lord, IN :he Glry of that God tHe 
Father) and firſt Cauſe ( Phil. 2. 11.) moſt High in the 
Glory of God the Father. Engliſh Liturgy) | 
The Sub-ordination of the Son is by the Text 
made co-etaneods with the putting all thi gs under 
his Feet. The putting all chings under his Feet is 
manifeſtly now doing. It began at the Incarnation, 
and will not be compleat till Death is deſtroy'd by 
the Reſurrection, Therefore the Sub-ordination 
muſt. be now at this Time, beginning with the 
Mediation and ending with the Day of Judgment. 
The Perſon of the Son is now God and Man ne- 
ver to be Divided. So tho' we cannot properly ſay 
this Sub-ordination Reſpects the Humane Nature 
only, yet thus much muſt be ſaid, that the ſame 
One Perſon of the Son has Two diſtin Chara- 
ers: One is that of the Eternal Word (Jehovah 
the Word.) The other is that of Mediator (the Word 
Incarnate.) The latter Character is chiefly as Fe is 
Man. As Man h2 is our Prieſt and Sacrifice, our 
Prophet and King. The Pſalm expreſly aſcribes the 
exaltation in the Text, to the Human Nature a- 
lone, and upon that Exaltation the Apoſtle founds 
his Argument of the Sub-ordination of the Son. And 
therefore it is very Rational to ſay, The Sub ordinati- 
on, relates to the Human Nature of Chriſt. | 
(1) The Verſion of the laft Paſſage, proved as a- 
foreſaid, puts us upon deſiring that in all the Paſ- 


d [ages hereafter to be produced in Favour of the No- 
el Doctrine, which are the Paſſages chiefly intended 
| w 1 
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ak, — — — 


ty _ 
in our Application to the Greek; it may be conſi- 


der'd whether the Greek does not Hebraize, either 
putting one Tenſe for another, or one Word for an- 


other, either on account of the different Conju- 


gations uſed indifferently in the Hebrew, or of the 
different Signification of the ſame Word in Hebrew. 
The Firſt of theſe is maniteſt in the Laſt Paſſage ; 
the Second in that of St. Mark xiii. 33. Where the 
Conjugation Hiphilis expreſs'd by that ofKal.(Knoweth 
for makerh Known, the ſame with what we find in 


the very ſame Word, 1 Cor. ii. 2.) and the Third 


may be initanced in that of Rom. viii. 3. Where the 
Word Likeneſs ſtands for Nature, becauſe the ſame 
Hebrew Word Demuth, ſignifies both Likeneſs and 
Nature. | | 
(4.) And we further deſire, That in all Interro- 
gatory Sentences, a plain Diſtinction may be made 
between thole that amount to a direct Affirmation 
or Negation; and thoſe that onely direct us to a 
further enquiry, that ſo we our ſelves may give the 
Anſwer as it falls. Of the latter Sort is that of our 
Lord to the Phariſees, Matt. xxii. 42, 43. directing 
us. to enquire cut the Selt-exiſtent Nature of Chriſt, 
the Lord of David, who are all agreed about the 
Humane Nature ot Chriſt the Son of David. And 
fo alſo, as we underſtand it is that betore cited Pai- 
ſage in St. Matt. xix. 17. Nat denying Chriſt to be 
the Original abſolute Supreme, both Moral and Me- 
taphyſical Good, but directing us to examine whe- 


ther he is not fo. He had call'd himſelf the Uni- 
verſal Good (Exod. xxxiii. 19. according to the 


Hebrew,) 1 will paſs before thee who am the Univerſal 


Good, This then anſwers the Queſtion, why we call 


him Good Maſter, and at the ſame time believe 
there is none good but one, that is God. 

Let us be pardon'd one Excurſion. The Words 
dels & 65, are in this Text placed without any An- 
tecedent Subſtantive, and yet cannot certainly * 

| nity 


„ 
nify Perſonally, fo as to confine the predicate to a 
ſingle Perſon. dds is thus placed, and «5 may be un- 
derſtood placed with it in many Texts, where the 
predicate cannot poſſibly be confin'd to a ſingle 
Perſon. 1 Cor. ii. 11. Rev. xix. 12. Matt. xi. 23. Cc. 
And the Maſculine adjective in 1 Job. v. 8. can- 
not be confined to Perſons. The Water and the 
Blood are not two Perſons, nor were they ever 
taken ſo as we can find. | | 

Theſe are ſome of the things hitherto Neglected 
in the Proofs aſſign'd for the Novel Doctrine, and 
which we humbly hope will be obſerved for the Fu- 


S. IX. 


And there are a few Difficulties i» the Novel Do- 
Frine it ſelf, which we hope may be made eaſie if 
poflible. We freely confeſs that which is the Object 
of Faith, muſt not be refuſed on account of any 
Difficulties. But ſince the Ancient Faith ſeems firſt 
and chiefly oppoſed for the Sake of Difficulties 
therein , we hope that Argument ſhall not be uſed 
any longer by them who would obtrude upon us 4 


Novel Doctrine, with more and more Inſuperable 


Difficulties | | + 

All the Difficulties in the Ancient Faith are redu- 
cible to one onely, Namely, the ſubſifting of the 
Subſtance of God, wholly and without dividing 
in Three Perſons, ſo that each is God and Lord, 
and yet but one God and Lord. Tho' we cannot 
ſay How this is, yet we can as readily aſſent to it as 
to any Propoſition in Euclid, being well aſſur'd, 
1. That infinite Subſtance may thus Subſiſt. 2. That 
the Scripture hath ſaid many things of each Per- 
ſon in the Holy Trinity, that are not Intelligible 
or even Conſiſtent without this Concluſion ; That 
the Subſtance of God doth thus Subſiſt. And there- 
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1 
fore, 3. Without inſiſting, upon the Proof which 
Natural Reaſon may afford by conſi dering God as 
the Cauſe, and Man as the Effect; and comparing 
the known Per fections of the Effect, with the un- 
known Perfections of the Cauſe; yet, 4. Since we 
know the Scriptures are True, we believe the An- 
cient Faith, notwithſtanding the aboveſaid Lifficul- 
ty. If there was any other Subſtance which doth 
thus ſubſiſt, the Difficulty would ceaſe ; but even 
then unleſs ſuch other Subſtance was infinite, there 
muſt be ſome material Difference, and ſo ſome fur- 
ther Difficulty. And there can be but one infinite 
dubſtance; Therefore this Difficulty can never hope 
fer SAution, from the comparing the Subſtance of 
God with any other Subſtance. | 
The like Difficulty occurs in every thing in Na- 
ture. Nothing but has ſome peculiar properties 
which are not to be Illuſtrated by Compariſon, as 
not being in any other Subject whatever, beſides 
thoſe particular ones. © © 
The Scripture Records the Evidence of Six | 
Witneſſes for the Ancient Faitb. Three in Heaven, 
the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt; and 
Three upon Earth, che Spirit, the Deity of Chriſt, 
and his Human Nature. The firſt Three we Wor- 
ſhip Daily, as being One God f{cthat Lives and 
Reigns for ever : The Jatter Three are the Media- 
tors, by whom we Worſhip the former. The firſt 
Three are & Nrz3us one Spiritual Subſtance » the lat- 
ter Three are &: in that one Spiritual Subſtance; 
The Spirit and the Deity of Chriſt are naturally 
ſo ; the Human Nature of Chriſt is ſo by Aſſum- 
ption and Perſonal Union. The Spirit dwells in 
the Regenerate, and convinces them that the Son 
became Lacarnate, and Dy'd for them ; According 
to the Dibrotbi; Melchiſedech, Pſal. cx. the projet 
of (Peace propoſed by) the King of Righteouſneſs, 
thro' the Holy Ghoſt, and accepted by the * 
. us 
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Thus the One Subſtance of God,ſubſiſting in Three 


Perſons, agreed upon our Salvation, which the Son 
Incarnate and Spirit have effected. And thus each 
Regenerate Man has in himſelf the Witneſs, even 
that Spirit of God, who being the Subſtance of God, 
is One with the Father and the Son, of whom the 
Human Nature alfo is in that One, 1 Fob. v. 6, 7, 


8, 9. | 


The Water is an appoſite Title for the Deity of 
Chriſt. He ſtiles the Gift of Working Miracles the 
flowing of Rivers of living Waters (Joh. vii. 38, 39) 
GOD is the WATER, his Gifts are the flowing of the 
Rivers thereof. © 

THE BLOOD is the Title of the HCA TAN NA- 
TURE, in the ſame Apoſtle, ch. i. 13. And thus 
we hope the Anthenatcy and the true Reading of 
that Paſſage is ſet forth, and the Paſſage truly ex- 
plain'd, and prov'd a ſhore Abſtract of the Bible e- 
vidence for the Ancient Faith,and a ſufficient Ground 
for our Belict, tho' there is a Difficulty in the man- 
ner of the Thing, the Truth whereot we heartily | 
aſſent to. | 

But now in the Novel Doctrine there are more and 
more inſuperable Difficulcies?; ſuch as Natural Rea- 
ſon forbids our believing. 5 

I. It is ſaid that the Unity of the God- head con- 
ſiſts in a Unity of Power, the Power of the Son be- 
ing it ſelf the Power and Authority of the Father, 
communicated to the Son, (p. 333.) And it is alſo 
ſaid that the Power of the Father is Abſolutely Su- 
preme, (p. 244. d. vi.) And that Abſolutel) Supreme, 
is a Perſonal Attribute, and evidently impoſſible to 
be Communicated from one Perſon to another. („. 


245.) and that to ſuppoſe it communicable is an 


expreſs Contradiction in Terms, p. 299. 
Nou here we obſerve, either the Power of the 
Son is not the ſame Power as that of the Fa- 
tber, and then there is 20 Unity; or if it be 
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| Communicable ; or the Son muſt be the Self-ex- 
iſtent Subſtance. In any of which Caſes the 
Novel Doctrine is falſe. : 

II. The Novel Doctrine denies to the Son and Spi- 
rit an Infinite Nature, (p. 430, &c.) and yet affirms 
to both of them Ub;quity, the being in all Places at 
once, and Adting divers Actions at the ſame time, and 
doing Acts peculiar to an Infinite Power ; the Son in- 
tercedes for all Men, for their Temporal and Spiri- 
tual Neceffities, according to the various Deſires 
of each. The Holy Ghoſt Sanctifies all Hearts, 
ſtriving with the various oppoſition of every Man ; 
and the Son did create the World out of nothing. 

This wethink inconſiſtent in it ſelf. The things 
aſcrib'd to the Son and Spirit are not com- 
patible with Beings not infinite. 

III. The Novel Doctrine has not fer forth what the 
pre-exiſting Nature of Chriſt is, whether it is com- 
patible with his being very Man when Perſonally 
united to the Human Nature. Neither — — 

IV.—Has it ſet forth what we muſt depend upon 
for Pardon of Sin, whether the proper Sacrifice 
of the Blood of Chriſt, or the Mercy of God, not 
conſiſtent with his Juſtice. | | | 

Here we want further Information; fo can- 
not believe what is not ſet forth. N 


F. X. 


conſidered as they deſerve. They are of the higheſt 
Nature, they concern our preſent and future, tem- 
poral and eternal Welfare. What we have alledged 
in Proof of our Faith, may ſuffice to ſhew that we 
have not taken the Ancient Faith upon Truſt, but 
have, to our Powers, compared it with the Scri- 
ptures, and that being not onely perſwaded of the 


4 


| the ſame,then Abſolute Supreme Puwer muſt be 
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Therefore we humbly hope theſe things may be | 
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Truth of that, but alſo of the want of Proof for 


the Novel Doctrine, we have juſt Reaſon to apprehend 
that Novel Doctrine cannot fairly be prow'd by Holy Scri- 
| pture ; and therefore it it ſhouid be recei d by this 
Church (as we hope it is not, and will not be, but 
if it ſhoujd) we are in the utmoſt Danger of being 
thereby forc'd from the Communion of this Church, 
and to ſeek a Clergy that may offer up our De- 


votions, and return to us the Heavenly Bleflings 


without Sacrilege, or Blaſpheming two of the Per- 

| ſons in the moſt Holy Trinity. „ „ 
We are well perſwaded there are in our own 
Iſrael more than Seven Thouſand Prophets of the 
Lord, who have not embrac'd the Novel Doctrine, 
or Worſhipp'd by the Rules thereof; but as certain 
we are that there is One that does, and more there 
may be Is it not neceſſary then that the Men 
ſhould be Diſtinguiſh'd, that the People may know 
to what they ſay Amen? That when we lay As it 
as in the Beginning, Cc. we may know whether 
this be ſaid of an equal Glory, without Difference to the 
Father, Son and Holy Spirit, or of ſuch a Glory as 
Dr. Clark ſets forth? That when we ſay Amen to the 
Baptiſm of our Children; in the Name of the Father, Son, 
' and Holy Ghoſt, we may know whether they are Bap- 
tiſed into the Faith of One Supreme God in Three Per- 
ſons, Of, in only one Perſon ? That when we re- 
ceive the Memory of the Death of Chriſt, we may know 
whether that Memory is of a Death which is a full, 
perfect and ſufficient Sacrifice, Satisfaction and Oblation 
For the Sins of the whole World, or only a Figurative 
Satisfaction made ſo by the meer Favour of God to 
his Son, who has ſo endeared himſelf ro the Father 
by his Sufferings, that he will give him all that he 
ſhall ask? That when we ſay Amen to the moſt hum 
ble and hearty Thanks put up by the Miniſter in our 
Names, for the Death of Chriſt, we may know whe- 


ther thoſe Thanks are given 20 the Father, Son 2 
Holy 


4 


Ghoſt, without Difference or Inequality, or to the Father 
onely, ultimatly and primariiy? And fo of all the o- 


ther Parts of our moſt Excellent Liturgy, all which 


make it of abſolute Neceflity for us to know whe- 
ther the Miniſter who Officiates, is of the Ancient 
Faith, or for the Novel Doctrine. 


And when we do know this, the Neceſſity that 


lyes upon us to avoid Scandal in any thing of this 
important Nature, makes it further neceſſary to in- 
ſiſt upon it chat he Church ſhould declare her ſelf, whe⸗ 
ther they, who hald the Ancient Faith, or they who 


teach the Novel Doctrine are the Miniſters that Teach 


the Doctrine of this Church. That we may lay we are 
of 4 Church that Holds the Ancient Faith, if ſo it is: 
Or it is is not ſo, then that the Novel Doctrine may 


be prov d by Stripture, or we may have leave to Renounce 


it for want of ſuchProofi: And to take ſuch Method as 

hall become our Incumbent Duty to prevent our 
being Guilty of the Blood of all the Souls that may 
periſh by that Damnable Hereſy (as it is called 2 Pet ii. 
1.) having no other Argument for their embracing 
it, than becauſe ſome of us (as they think) em- 
brace it. 
becauſe we continue in Communion with a Church 
who is ſaid to be of that Opinion, and has not 
prev d the Report to be a ſlander. 15 

Hard indeed will be our Lot, if after all the va 

expence of Blood and Treaſure that we have ſuffer'd 
to preſerve to our ſelves the Free Exerciſe of our 
Hoy Religion; If after ſome of our eldeſt Sons, the 
beginning of our Strength, the ſtaff of our Age, have 
been forc'd away from the Arms of their Wives, 
then weeping in Apprehenſion of the Widow-hood 
they now find infupportable ; The Danger of ha- 
ving our Churches taken from us, then made us 


| negle the Cryes of our Children, and regard nei- 
ther their Eſtates nor their Lives; Hard therefore 
will it be it we now muſt ſtand at the Doors of 
the 


And conclude we muſt have done ſo, 


or whereof they affirm. 


(27) * 
the Temple and be afraid to enter in becauſe we 
are told .by ſeme of the Prieſts, they baue ſet up 
Service in which we cannot joyne, and the reſt by their 
Silence confirm that Report. Hard will be our Lot, 
if after all that we have done and ſuffer'd for our 
Holy Religion, our Churches muſt be ſnut up by a 
Sacrilegious Service, and a Miniſtry that offers to A 
God, who, cannot be cur God, becauſe he is net the, 
Lord (Exod. xxXii. 20.) AY. | — © 4x) 
Ik this muſt be our Lot, which God forbid, let 
this fore and heavy Judgment be thought Puniſh- 
ment enough for our former Inattentiveneſs and, 
want of bringing forth the Fruit of the Goſpel. And 
let not the imput ation of Schiſm be ſuper- added. Schiſm! 
more Dangerous than Murther, and abhorred by us 
with the utmoſt Deteſtation]: | 2&3 
Me are perſwaaed better things, though we ſpeak tbus. 
We hope the Report 3s falſe,and that this Church, the 
Bulwark of the Reformation, will not ſuffer her 
ſelf to be falſly Reported of, as having fallen away 
from the Ancient Faith once deliver d to the Saints; and 
to have embrac'd 4 N.vel Doctrine, not founded os 
Scripture, not conſiſtent with Natural Reaſon, of which 
the Breachers and Abettors know neither what they ſay, 
In humble Confidence whereof, we conclude 
with our daily Doxology, and ſay in the plain, 

natural, obvious and honeſt Senſe of the Words, 


Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and 
to the Holy Gho#f; as it was in the 
Beginning, is now and ever ſhall be, Warld 
without End, | 

AMEN. 


"= rosa 


— — weve — —ñ Ic * — 


| F 
. * 
( * 8 ) | 
: 4 — . 
. : 1 7 15 ; 
5 8 A o 
; va 4% 1 4 * & * 
. . » kb £4 , . 14 1 
1 : 0 : . 0 A 1 1 7 , — W E $ . * = 1 + "i * 
2 4 F $ ' | £ 71 7% 
4 © Fug = * 7 5 % b 8 
— F „ 


Ul Reviſing this MEMORIAL, we find our 
"A. ſelves to have omitted one of the Grounds 
of our Apprehenſions. It is the Commiſſion under 
the Great Seal mentioned by Dr. Clark, in his Book 
(pag. 450.) as one of his Reaſons for expunging the 


Athanaſian Creed. That which makes this the more 


formidable is, The large Number of the Clergy, Who 
were in that Commiſſion, the Authority of their own 
particular Reputations, and the Commiſſion it ſelf, all 
which amount to give their Reſolves a Sanction in 
foro Conſcientiæ, equal, if not ſuperior to any Act of 
Convocation, tho' Eſtabliſh'd by the Civil Legiſla- 
ture. (1) He fays, The Number of the Biſhops and 
Clergy in that Commiſſion was Large. Now Com- 
pare this with the occaſion of the Commiſſion and 
it takes in all the Biſhops, and all the Clergy which 
they uſe as their Councel in Matters of this Super- 


eminent Nature. There was at that time a Projett 
on Foot for Comprebending in the Church of Eng- 


land, the moſt, if not all, Sorts of Diflenters that 


would Oppoſe the Church of Rewe. A Bill for that 


purpoſe had paſs'd the Lords, and was fent down to 
che Commons in Parliament. The Faithful Commons, 
moved the King to have the Matter lay'd before 
the Convocation. This was the occaſion of the 
Kings granting that Commiſſion, to prepare the ſame 
for the Convocation. Hence it appears the then 


Biſheps and their Counſel, may fairly be concluded to 


have given their Votes for the things referred to 
that Commiſſion, aud that the Temporal Lords had 
joyn'd therein. So that here are Two of the Three 
Eſtates of this Realm actually gone over, whether to 
the Novel Doctrine or not, does not certainly appear 
further than by the Aſſertion of Dr. Clark, of which. 


anon. 
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anon, (2) The Reputation of the Clergy, in that Com- 
miſfion, is very Great. He Cites the T eſtimony of 
a moſt Learned and Excellent Prelate (the preſent 
Bp. of Lincoln) who, in the preſence of the moſt 
Auguſt Aſſembly, the Houſe of Peers, ſays, rh3s 
Church was never at any one time Bleſſed with a Set of 
Men Wiſer or Better ſince it was aChurch (and a Church 
it has been now above 1600 Years) ſo that this 
Teſtimony conſider'd, the Opinion of ſuch Men 


cannot but be of great Authority in determining 


Strangers concetning'the Judgment of the Church, 
in which they have the Authority: of the Houſe of 
Peers declaring for them. (3) And their Teſtimo- 


ny will, in this Caſe, de thought to amount to 


An: AF of Convocation in any Judgment acquainted 
with the Conſtitution of this Church. The Con- 
vocation meets by Authority of the King's Great 
Seal, and is compoſed of two Houſes The Upper- 
houſe is only Biſhops. The Lower- houſe is (r) of 
Deass, (moſt of whom are nominated by the King) 
and (2) Archdeatons, (all made by the Biſhops, who 


alt are thus nominated) and (3) Proctors, Firſt of 


Chapters (whoſe Members are generally nominated 
alſo by the King) and (4) Proctors of the Clergy (which 
are only two in each Dioceſs) now let any Man 
judge whether a Commiſſion iſſued by the King, 
under his Great Seal, to a large Number of Biſhops, 
and other moſt eminent Divines circumſtantiated as 
aforeſaid, will not give as much Authority to their 
Teſtimony in a Fact within their Notice, as any 
Act of Convocation can have. __ | 


It is True we cannot be aſſured this Commiſion 


hath declared the Church to be of Opinion for the 
Novel Doctrine. The ill Succeſs of the Deſign, 
whatever it was, and the putting the Toleration 
upon another Foot, and the Act againſt Blaſphemy, 


tor us to cone lude, that neither the Houſe of Lords, 


that paſs d ſometime. after, were ſufficient Reaſons 
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nor the Clergy named in that Commiſſion, were 
of Opinion that the Church of England had Apo- 


ſtatized to the Novel Doctrine. And we did conclude 
| accordingly, and have hitherto ſteadfaſtly main- 
tain'd a ſtrict Communion with this Church. But 


4 * 


a Matt, xviii. 7. Vo to the World becauſe of | 
Offences, — Wo to the Man by whom the Offence cometh. 
| Joſhua xxii. The Lord God of Gods, the Lord God of 
| Gods he knoweth, and Iſrael be ſhall know If it be in Re- 
bellion, or if in Trangreſſion - againſt the Lord. F we 

| have not done it for fear, of this thing —Seing YE Re- 

bell to Day againſt the Lord, that to Morrow be will be 

F Mroth with the whole Congregation of Iſtael. Did not 


(31 ) 


re Ahan the Son of Zerah commit 4 Treſpaſs in the Ac- 

o- curſed thing {the thing Devoted to God | and Wrath fell 

de on all the Congregation of Iſrael, and that Mar Peri 

n- wot alone in his Iniquity? Is the Iniquity of Poor tao little 

ut for us. from 2 which we are not Cleanſed unto 'thu Day 

10 - (eltbo there was a 4 Plague in the e ＋ the 

n, | Lord? 2 

be 2. Sam. x. 12. Be of ond: cg, and bet a. play 

en the Man for the 1 f our G 
a- Pſal. viii. Out of the very Mouth of Babes nad Sucks : 
fe li- "gs haſt thou Ordained Strength, becauſe of thine' Ever f 
iat mies, that Thou Mayeſt ſtill the Enemy, © © | 
ke Luke xix. 40.——Ff theſe ſhould hold their Peter, the 

lat Stones would immediately cry. out, 

is | Pl. Ixvii. 3. 5. Let The People Praiſe thee O God, 

16- yea let all the People Praiſe thee. Let the People praiſe 

to thee O God, yea let all the People Praiſe theo. 

to Pſ. lvii. 6. 12. Set up thy ſelf O God above the 

ed Heavens, and tby Glory above all the Earth. Set up 


is, thy ſelf O God above the ere and thy Glory above 
of | ol the Earth, 


re | 7 18 8 Amen. 
all — 
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Booxs lately Printed for Geo. Sawbridge at the 
.... Three Flower D'laces in Little. Britain. 
TEE Holy Spirit, the Author of Immortality, 
or Inmortalay a peculiar Grace of the Go- 
ſpel, no Natural Ingredient of the Soul; 
provd fromthe Holy Scriptures, and Fathers, a- 


giainſt Mr. Clark's bold Aſſertion of the Souls Naru- 


ral Immortality, agaitiſt. Scripture, the Doctrine of 
the Church in the pureſt, and moſt Primitive Ages 
of it, and Reaſon guided, (as it ought to be) by 
the Word of God: Wherein the Holy Fathers, and 
moſt Sacred Scriptures; are reſcu'd from his plain 
Miſrepreſentations; and it is ſolidly. prov d, that 
he hath not one Sentence of the Fathers, or one 
Text of Scripture on his ſide; being a Vindication 
of Mr. Dadieell, his Epiſtolary Diſcourſe from all 


the Aſperſions of the aforeſaid pretended Anſwer. 
With Aome Animadverſions on Mr. Chiſhul and Dr. 
_ Whitby. price bound 6s. 


A Defence of the Animadverſions on Mr. Chiſhulls 
Charge of Hereſie againſt Mr. Dodwell's Epiſtolary 
Diſcourſe, being a reply to a late Tra, Entituled, 
Some Teftimonies of Fuftin Martyr ſet in a True and 
Clear Light, Wherein thoſe Teſtimonies are re- 
vindicated from the aboveſaid Writers Raſh and 
Inconſiderate Comments, and the Doctrine of the 
Holy: Spirit, being the Sole Author of Immortali- 
ty, or that Immortality is no Natural Created In- 
gredient of the Soul, ig further 'improv'd from the 


Teſtimonies of Jain Martyr, grounded on the 


Holy Scriptures themſelves, which are exhibited 


at Large. By J. Pitts, A. M. Author of the for- 


mer. Price ſtich'd 1s, 64. 
= | | The 


The Ax laid to the Root of the Tree: Or, a 
Diſcourſe wherein the Anabaptiſts Miſſion and Mi- 
niſtry are Examined and Diſproved, their Argu- 
ments for it Refuted at large, their Grounds of Se- 
paration from the Church of England Demonſtra- 
ted to be Slanders, and the matter of them moſt 
juſtly retorted upon themſelves, as altogether in- 
conſiſtent with a Chriſtian Chureb and fo creating a 
conſtant and igdelible Prejudice againſt Communi- 
on with them, Wherein likewiſe the Unity of 
the Church arfd Evangelical Prieſthood are* aſſer- 
ted againſt them and all other Sectaries, of what- 
ſoever Denomination. Price Bound s. 

Spes Fidelium, or the Beleivers Hope, wherein 
the Doctrine of the Millennium, or the Thouſand 
YearsReign of Chriſt with the Faithful upon Earth, 
is aſſerted and prov'd, with a full Anſwer to all 

Oppoſers. Price Bound 2s. (l. 


* * 


The Character of a Primitive Biſhop, in a Letter 
to Non. Furor. The Second Edit. pr. Bound 33. 6d. 
A Caſe in View conſider'd in a Diſcourſe, proving 
(that in Caſe our preſent invalidly deprived Fa- 
thers ſhall -leave all their 'Sees vacant, eicher by 
Death or Retignation) we ſhall not then be oblig'd 
to keep up a Separation from thoſe Biſhops,” who 
are as yet involved in the Guile of Schiſm. A fur- 
ther proſpe& of the Caſe in View, in Anſwer to 
fome New Objections not there Conſider'd. The 
Caſe in View, now in Fact. All Three Parts by 
Henry Dodwell, M. A. Price Bound 36. 
An Anſwer to a Book, Intituled a ſhort and 
plain way to the Church. Compoſed many Years 
fince, by R. HuddleZone a Benedictine Monk, and late- 
ly Reprinted, in order to gain Proſelytes to the 
Church of Rome. Being a neceſſary Preſervative 
for all Perſons againſt Popcry. By S. Graſcome a 
Prisſt of the Church of England. The Second Edit. 
price Bound 2s. 64, | | 
* Remarks 


- Remarks on Mr. Hig den: Uropiay [Conſtitution 
er an ans to Sy \ pretended - Unanſwerable 
++ ok. By an Eng iſh Man, With an Appendix. 
Third Edition: pr. 33. G (¶„ - ů 33 ĩ 
- Od. England; or, the Government of England 
to be Monarebical and Hereditary; by the Fundamen- 


| tal : Laws of England,and the Authorities of Lawyers; 


Hiſtorians and Divines ; and Allegiance to be due to 
the King, not only by the Laws Eccleſjaſtical and 
Civil, but by the Laws of God and Nature; and 


tat neither the Pope, nor any othed Power, upon 
any pretence whatſoever, can Abſolve the Subjects, 


of England from their Oaths and Allegiance to their 
King g in a Letter to a Reformer. With an Ap- 
ndix, pr. 25. l. % | 


A Large Hiſtorical Account of Monarchical Go- 


vernment, and eſpecially of the Engliſh Monarchy ; 


wherein is treated of the Kingly Government, 


and the: inronveniencies of a Common Wealth, with 


the Principles and Practices of our late Common 


Meultb. Men. Alſo of the ſeveral Badges of Sove- 
reignty in general, and particularly according to 
the Conſtitution of our Laws. Likewiſe the Duty 


of, Subjects, and the Miſchiefs of Faction, Sedition 


an Rebellion. A full Account of the Saxon Coun- 


cils, &c. Of the Great Councils from the Con- 


gueſt, to the beginning of Henry III. Then of 
Great Councils and Parliaments, to the end of 
Edward III. After, to the end of King Charles II. 
Of the Factious Members of Parliaments. Of the 
Encroachments of ſome Parliaments, eſpecially of 


ſome Houſes of Commons. An account of the 


Privy Council, Miniſters of State, Magiſtrates, 


Judges, Juſtices of the Peace, of the Nobility, 
Gentry, and Commonality. The Prognoſticks of 


Faction and Sedition, with the Remedies and Pre- 
ſervatives againſt both. And laſtly of Conſpira- 
cies and Rebellion. The whole divided into forty 


ſeren Chapters. Price Bound 145. 


The End of the CATALOGUE. 
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